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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is response to communication: RCE filed 10/09/2009. 

2. Claims 1-12, 17-20, and 22-24, 28, 29, and 31-33 are currently pending in this 
application. Claim 30 has been cancelled. 

3. No new IDS has been received. 

4. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
10/09/2009 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

5. In regards to the 1 12 rejections, these rejections have been withdrawn in 
response to the arguments presented in 08/03/2009 and also the amendments 
submitted on 10/09/2009. 

6. In regards to the art rejections, applicant's arguments have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. 

In regards to the independent claims, the applicant has stated that the Office has 
"selectively cobbling together bits and pieces of the disclosure of Smetters and 
disregarding any portion which refutes the Office's mischaracterization of the actual 
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disclosure of Smetters." However, this is not so. As seen in the rejection below, 
Smetters clearly teaches everything that the independent claim teaches (such as the 
creation of two certificates in the same manner, the transfer of the certificates in the 
same manner, and the verification of the certificates in the same manner), except that 
the root certificate is preinstalled in a client before the said communication is initiated. 
As seen in Smetters, the creation of a second/child certificate is created and sent with 
the original root certificate to a client (paragraphs 31 and 35), and therefore Smetters 
does not teach wherein the root certificate is already pre-installed in the client. A 
secondary reference, Benussi was used to teach the limitation wherein root certificates 
are pre-installed though. This is shown in paragraph 214 of Benussi. As seen here, 
"each CB [connectivity box] contains in its pre-installed data not only its public 
key/private key pair, but also the certificate issued by the Root CA [certificate authority] 
linking the CB public key to the identity of the CB, this identity being the unique serial 
number of that particular CB." Further, this is also show later in the paragraph: "Finally, 
to enable a CB to check the authenticity of the certificate sent to it by the CSS ... the 
public key of the Root CA is pre-installed in each CB as the ' Certificate for Root CA' of 
parameters." Therefore, as seen in this paragraph, a client (the CB) does indeed have 
a pre-installed root certificate. This is installed prior to receiving another certificate. The 
applicants are arguing that only the key is pre-installed, not the certificate. But as 
paragraph 214 clearly shows, the certificate itself is indeed installed: "each CB contains 
in its pre-installed data not only its public key/private key pair, but also the certificate 
issued by the Root CA." (emphasis added). 
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In regards to the independent claims, the applicant also argues that Smetters as 
modified does not teach that the root certificate is created by the image processing 
apparatus, and that the second certificate designates the root certificate as a certificate 
authority at a higher level. However, Smetters clearly teaches this. As seen in 
paragraph 31, the original laptop 12(1), which is the image processing device, creates 
the second laptop member certificate. Further, this certificate designates the root 
certificate as a certificate authority at a higher level. As seen throughout the reference, 
Smetters disclsoes a chain of certificates (see Figure 7; also paragraph 34, 35). As 
seen in paragraph 34, the secondary certificates may have limited permissions, such as 
perhaps not being able to grant access to others. As seen in paragraph 35, the "chain" 
of certificates is different for each user. For the original root certificate user, laptop 
12(1 ), the certificate chain is merely the root certificate. For a second user, the chain 
would be the root certificate and the secondary certificate. For a third user, the chain 
would be the root certificate, the secondary certificate, and the third certificate (Figure 
7). As these are chains, each certificate is related, and would designate in some 
manner that there is a higher certificate. This is further elaborated on in paragraph 45, 
wherein a secondary member would send the entire chain to a third member, which 
includes three certificates. Therefore, as these certificate are chained with each other, 
any certificate under the root certificate would designate that there is a higher "root" 
certificate that is associated with it (unless it is the root certificate). Sending this chain 
with all the certificates will definitely designate that a lower certificate is associated with 
a higher certificate. 
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7. The applicants also argue the dependent claims as well, which, after further 
consideration, are not persuasive. 

As per claim 10, the applicants argue that the Smetters as modified does not 
teach wherein the installation of the root certificate is performed after the root certificate 
is confirmed by a user. However, the applicants are too narrowly interpreting this claim. 
The claim only limits the action toward "confirming" a root certificate. As seen in 
paragraph 30 of Smetters, the client indicates that they woudl like to obtain the shared 
space, and in paragraph 35, the client receives the certificate, and then installs/stores it. 
There are multiple confirmations taking place here, such as confirming they would like 
to receive the root certificate, and also confirming that a certificate is received (a 
certificate must be confirmed that it is received before it can actually be 
stored/installed). Therefore, Smetters teaches these limitations. 

As per claims 20 and 23, as seen, the arguments for the independent claims 
apply here as well. A taught be Benussi, Benussi teaches that the root certificate and 
the public key is pre-installed, and thus, the secondary certificate that is sent will be sent 
after this root certificate is installed. 

As per claims 28 and 29, the applicants are arguing that Smetters and Benussi 
do not teach the features of this claim. However, the Smetters combination clearly 
teaches these limitations. As seen in Benussi in paragraph 214 (the end of the 
paragraph), the public key of the root certificate which is pre-installed is used to check 
the authenticity of the certificate that is later sent to it. Further, Schenier is used to 
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supplement these references to explicitly show that the public keys are used to decrypt 
information to verify signatures. 

8. The applicants also argue that the other dependent claims are allowable for the 
same reasons as argued above. However, the response to arguments above are 
applied to these dependent claims as well, and therefore not allowable for the same 
reasons as indicated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The previous 112 rejections have been withdrawn in response to the arguments 
presented in 08/03/2009 and also the amendments submitted on 10/09/2009. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 0. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7, 10, 12, 17, 20, 22-24, and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Smetters et al. US Patent Application Publication 
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2004/0088548 (hereinafter Smetters), and in view of Benussi et al. SU Patent 
Application Publication 2001/0044898 (hereinafter Benussi). 

As per claim 1 , Smetters teaches a communication system in which an image 
processing apparatus and a client communicate data with each other through a 
network, wherein said image processing apparatus comprises (image processing 
apparatus is laptop 12(1) as seen in paragraph 25): a root certificate creator which 
creates a root certificate including a public key paired with a private key and being 
signed with a private key (paragraph 25; also paragraph 26 wherein standard 
cryptographic authentication techniques are used); a second certificate creator which 
creates, when a connection for communication is requested by said client, a second 
certificate (paragraph 28 and 31, wherein the second laptop certificate is created by 
laptop 12(1 ) using the same method as the root certificate and sends to client laptop 
12(2); the second certificate designating the root certificate created by said root 
certificate creator as a certificate authority at a higher level and being signed with the 
private key (paragraphs 34-35, wherein a chain of certificates is created, wherein the 
original "root certificate" is at the top of the chain; also see paragraphs 44-45, wherein 
the whole chain must be sent); and a communication device which transmits the second 
certificate created by said certificate creator to said client (paragraph 35); and wherein 
said client comprises a storage device which stores the root certificate created by said 
root certificate creator (paragraph 35); and a verifier which verifies the signature of the 
second certificate received from said image processing apparatus with the root 
certificate stored in said second storage device (paragraph 42). 
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However, at the time of the invention, Smetters does not teach all the limitations 
of the claims. Smetters does not explicitly teach a storage device which already stored 
the root certificate before the connection for communication is requested. Smetters in 
paragraph 35 teaches that the root and the secondary are sent together at the same 
time. However, it would have been obvious to have stored the root certificate earlier. 
This is taught in paragraph 214 of Benussi. This paragraph also confirms the standard 
teachings of signing a certificate with a private key to confirm whether a certificate is 
genuine or not. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to combine the Smetters 
and the Benussi reference. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to perform such an addition to create more security and also providing a system for 
configuring a connectivity unit that is user friendly and yet involving the provisions of 
user-specific communication parameters (Benussi paragraph 5). 

As per claim 4, Smetters teaches the communication system where the client is a 
personal computer (paragraph 30). 

As per claim 5, Smetters teaches wherein the storage device is a hard disk 
drive (paragraph 19). 

As per claim 7, Smetters teaches a communication method for a communication 
system in which an image processing apparatus and a client communicate data with 
each other through a network (paragraph 30, with laptop 12(1) as image processing 
apparatus and client as laptop 12(2)), wherein the image processing apparatus creates 
a root certificate including a public key paired with a private key and being signed with 
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the private key (paragraph 25 and 26); the client installs the root certificate which is 
created by the image processing apparatus which includes the public key (paragraph 31 
and 35), the image processing apparatus creates, when a connection for 
communication is requested by the client (paragraph 28), a second certificate 
designating the root certificate created by the image processing apparatus as a 
certificate authority at a higher level and being signed with the private key when data is 
sent to the client (paragraph 25, 31 , 34, 35, 45, wherein the certificates are sent as a 
chain); the image processing apparatus sends the second certificate to the client 
(paragraph 35); and the client verifies the signature of the second certificate received 
from the image processing apparatus with the installed root certificate (paragraph 42). 

Smetters does not explicitly teach though that the root certificate is installed in 
the client before the second certificate is received though. Similar to claim 1 , Benussi 
further shows that it would be obvious to have stored the root certificate earlier before 
the second certificate is created. This is taught in paragraph 214 of Benussi. This 
paragraph also teaches and confirms that certificates in general are signed with private 
keys to confirm whether a certificate is genuine or not. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to combine the Smetters 
and the Benussi reference. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to perform such an addition to create more security and also providing a system for 
configuring a connectivity unit that is user friendly and yet involving the provisions of 
user-specific communication parameters (Benussi paragraph 5). 
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As per claim 10, Smetters teaches wherein when the client installs the root 
certificate, the installation is performed after the root certificate is conformed by a user 
(paragraph 31). 

As per claim 12, Smetters teaches wherein the data is communicated according 
to the security sockets later (SSL) protocol (paragraph 29). 

Claim 17 is rejected using the same basis of arguments used to reject claims 1 
and 7 above. Claim 17 is the corresponding system claim. As seen throughout the 
Smetters reference, the image processing apparatus is laptop 12(1), and the root 
certificate creators are inside this laptop as it creates the certificates. 

As per claim 20, Smetters as modified teaches wherein the root certificate stored 
in said first storage device is stored in said storage device of said client prior to the 
transmission of the second certificate from said communication device (Benussi 
paragraph 214, wherein root certificate is pre-installed in client). 

As per claim 22, Smetters teaches wherein said verifier is operable to verify the 
signature of the second certificate by decrypting the public key of the root certificate 
stored in said second storage device to obtain a first hash value, calculating a second 
hash value of the second certificate received from said device, and compring the first 
and second hash values to determine if they are equal to each other (paragraph 41 and 
42). 

As per claim 23, Smetters as modified teaches wherein the image processing 
apparatus sends the second certificate to the client after the root certificate is installed 
in the client (Benussi paragraph 214, wherein root certificate is pre-installed in client). 
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As per claim 24, Smetters discloses wherein the client installs the at least one 
intermediate certificate prior to receiving the second certificate from the device 
(paragraph 35). 

As per claim 31 , Smetters teaches a computer-readable recording medium 
having a computer program recorded thereon for causing a computing device, which is 
communicatively coupled to the computer-readable recording medium and which is 
configured to communicate with a client through a network to send information to the 
client, which uses the information to communicate with the computing device, to perform 
operations comprising (paragraph 30, with laptop 12(1), which inherently has programs 
installed to perform the operations): storing a pair of public key and a private key 
(paragraph 25); creating a root certificate including the public Key and private key and 
being signed with the private key (paragraph 25), storing the root certificate signed with 
the private key (paragraph 25); sending the information and the root certificate created 
by the computing device and including the public key to the client (paragraph 30, 35); 
creating, when the connection for communication is requested by the client, a second 
certificate designating the root certificate created by the computing device as a 
certificate authority at a higher level and being signed with the private key used to sign 
the root certificate (paragraph 25, 30, 31 , 34, 35, 45, wherein the certificates are sent as 
a chain); and sending the created second certificate to the client for verification of the 
information sent from the computing device (paragraph 35). 

Smetters does not explicitly teach though that the root certificate is installed in 
the client before the second certificate is received though. Similar to claim 1 and other 
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independent claims, Benussi further shows that it would be obvious to have stored the 
root certificate earlier before the second certificate is created. This is taught in 
paragraph 214 of Benussi. Further, as seen in this paragraph, the public key is in the 
client before requests for communications have been made as the public key is 
preinstalled. This paragraph also teaches and confirms that certificates in general are 
signed with private keys to confirm whether a certificate is genuine or not. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to combine the Smetters 
and the Benussi reference. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to perform such an addition to create more security and also providing a system for 
configuring a connectivity unit that is user friendly and yet involving the provisions of 
user-specific communication parameters (Benussi paragraph 5). 

12. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Smetters 
and Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Frailong et al. US Patent No. 
6,012,100 (hereinafter Frailong). 

As per claim 8, Smetters teaches holding at least one intermediate certificate for 
one or more certificate authorities existing in a hierarchical order up to a root certificate 
authority (Figure 7); the client installs the at least one intermediate certificate in addition 
to the root certificate (paragraph 35); the device sends the second certificate to the 
client (paragraph 31); the client verifies the signature of the second certificate received 
from the device with the at least one intermediate certificate installed therein, and 
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verifies the signature of the at least one intermediate certificate received from the device 
with teh root certificate installed therein (paragraph 42). 

For further clarification on hierarchical certificates and a device holding the 
certificates, see Frailong Figure 14 and col. 18 line 55 to col. 19 line 60, wherein a 
device holds the root certificate along with the intermediate and secondary certificates. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to include the Frailong 
reference with the Smetters combination. One of ordinary skill in the art would have 
been motivated to perform such an addition to provide a system for connecting 
acomputer or client network to the internet with minimal user interaction and also 
automatically upgrading and reconfiguring a network interface connection between a 
computer or client network and an internet (col. 2 liens 15-22 of Frailong). 

13. Claims 2, 3, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Smetters and Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Debry US Patent 
No. 6,918,042 (hereinafter Debry). 

As per claim 2, the Smetters combination does not teach all the limitations of this 
claim. However, these deficiencies are taught by Debry. Debry teaches wherein said 
iamge processing apparatus is a printer (col. 5 lines 59-60). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the teachings of Debry with the Smetters combination. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to perform such an addition to 
provide print servers to which computer systems can be communicatively linked (col. 1 
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lines 5 — 53) and to protect printers themselves from malicious attacks (col. 5 lines 33- 
34).. 

As per claim 3, the Smetters combination does not teach wherein the said image 
processing apparatus is a multifunctional peripheral. This is taught by Debry though. 
Debry teaches wherein the image processing apparatus is a multifunctional peripheral 
(col. 6 lines 9-14). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the teachings of Debry with the Smetters combination. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to perform such an addition to 
provide print servers to which computer systems can be communicatively linked (col. 1 
lines 5 — 53) and to protect printers themselves from malicious attacks (col. 5 lines 33- 
34).. 

Claim 32 is rejected using the same basis of arguments used to reject claim 2 

above. 

14. Claims 9, 11, 18, 19, 26, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Smetters and Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Debry 
US Patent No. 6,918,042 (hereinafter Debry) and Slick US Patent Application 
Publication 2004/0109568 (hereinafter Slick). 

With regard to claim 9, Smetters discloses a method comprising: when the client 
installs the root certificate, the client requests the root certificate from the device ([0031" 
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lines 5-7), receives the root certificate from the device ([0035]: lines 2-'3), converts the 
received root certificate to a predetermined format when the root certificate is received 
([0026]: lines 7-10, since different types of certificates can be used; it is well known in 
the art for any of these certificates to be converted to one standard in order to 
communicate with each other), and installs the converted root certificate ([0035]: line 3, 
storing the certificates in memory reads on client installs the converted root certificate 
received from the client). 

Neither Smetters nor Benussi discloses the device where the device is a printer. 
Debry, on the other hand, discloses the device is a printer (col. 5: lines 59-60). 
It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to modify the methods of Smetters and Benussi such 
that to include the device is a printer, as taught by Debry, and would be motivated to 
provide print servers to which the computer system can be communicatively linked (col. 
1 : lines 51-53) and to protect printers themselves from malicious attacks (col. 5: lines 
33-34). 

However, Smetters, Benussi nor Debry discloses a printer driver from the device 
is installed in the client device. Slick discloses a printer driver from the device is 
installed in the client ([0057]: lines 1-4). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the applicant's invention was made to modify the methods of 
Smetters, Benussi and Debry to include the installation of a printer driver from the 
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device, as taught by Slick, and would be motivated to provide the private key through a 
printer driver ([0005]: lines 8-1 1 ). 

As per claim 1 1 , and similar claims 18-19 and 26 - 27, Smetters discloses 
method/device where the client installs the root certificate after the printer driver from 
the device is installed in the client ([0035]: line 3, storing the certificates in memory 
reads on client installs the root certificate received from the client. Furthermore, it is well 
known in the art for a device to install a driver of that device prior to communicate with it 
as presented below) but neither Smetters nor Benussi discloses the device is a printer, 
and install the root certificate after a printer driver is installed from the device. 

Debry, on the other hand, discloses the device is a printer (col. 5: lines 59-60). 
It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to modify the methods of Smetters and Benussi such 
that to include the device that has print function, as taught by Debry, and would be 
motivated to provide print servers to which the computer system can be 
communicatively linked (col. 1 : lines 51-53) and to protect printers themselves from 
malicious attacks (col. 5: lines 33-34). 

However, Smetters, Benussi nor Debry discloses a printer driver is installed from 
the device. Slick discloses a printer driver is installed from the device ([0057]: lines 1-4, 
further notes that in order communication with the printer; the printer driver needs to be 
active before any communication). 
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It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention was made to modify the methods of Smetters and Debry such that 
to include the installation of a printer driver from the device, as taught by Slick and 
would be motivated to provide the public key through a printer driver ([0005]: lines 8-11). 

15. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over Smetters and 
Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Vogel et al. (US Pat. No. 6816900), 
hereafter "Vogel". 

With regard to claim 6, Smetters discloses the communication system (Abstract) 
but neither Smetters, nor Benussi discloses the second storage device is a read-only 
memory. Vogel discloses the second storage device is a read-only memory (Fig. 2: 
item 150). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the methods of Smetters 
and Benussi such that to include a read-only memory for the second storage device in 
the communication system, as taught by Vogel, and would be motivated to provide a 
more user-friendly way in which root certificates at the client computer can be managed 
(col. 2: lines 8-10). 

16. Claim 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as unpatentable over 
Smetters and Benussi as applied above, and further in Schneier's Applied 
Cryptography, 2nd Edition (hereinafter Schneier) 
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As per claims 28, Smetters does not explicitly teach wherein the second storage 
device of said client has stored therein, before the connection for communication is 
requested to said device, the public key of the root certificate stored in said first storage 
device. This is however taught by Benussi in paragraph 214 ("Finally, to enable a CB to 
check the authenticity of the certificate sent to it by the CSS., the public key of the Root 
CA is pre-installed in each CB as the "certificate for Root CA" of parameters." Smetters 
as modified by Benussi does not explicitly teach how this verification is performed 
though, such as by verifying the signature of the second certificate received from said 
device by decrypting the second certificate with the public key of the root certificate 
stored in said storage device. However, this would have been obvious and is well 
known. In public key cryptography, public keys are agreed on obtained prior to sending 
encrypted works, and is used to decrypt certificates with public keys for verification. 
This is shown in Schenier, in pages 31 and 32. This is also seen in page 37, wherein 
the stored public key is used to decrypt information and verify the signature. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to combine the Smetters 
and the Benussi reference. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to perform such an addition to create more security and also providing a system for 
configuring a connectivity unit that is user friendly and yet involving the provisions of 
user-specific communication parameters (Benussi paragraph 5). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine the Schenier reference with the Smetters and Benussi combination. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to include such an addition to 
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create more security. As seen in pages 31 and 32, utilizing such public key algorithms 
are useful and efficient as they solve the key-management problems with symmetric 
cryptosystems. 

Claim 29 is rejected using the same basis of arguments used to reject claim 27. 

17. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smetters and Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Debry US Patent No. 
6,918,042 (hereinafter Debry). 

As per claim 32, the Smetters combination does not teach all the limitations of 
this claim. However, these deficiencies are taught by Debry. Debry teaches wherein a 
said device is a printer (col. 5 lines 59-60). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to include the teachings of Debry with the Smetters combination. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to perform such an addition to 
provide print servers to which computer systems can be communicatively linked (col. 1 
lines 5—53) and to protect printers themselves from malicious attacks (col. 5 lines 33- 
34).. 



18. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Smetters and Benussi as applied above, and further in view of Slick US Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0109568 (hereinafter Slick). 
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As per claim 33, the Smetters combination does not explicitly teach all the 
limitations of the claims. However, these deficiences are taught by Slick. Slick teaches 
discloses a printer driver from the device is installed in the client device. Slick discloses 
a printer driver from the device is installed in the client ([0057]: lines 1-4). 

At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the applicant's invention was made to modify the methods of 
Smetters and Benussi to include the installation of a printer driver from the device, as 
taught by Slick, and would be motivated to provide the private key through a printer 
driver ([0005]: lines 8-11). 



Conclusion 

1 9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON K. GEE whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6431 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:00 am to 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on (571 ) 272-381 1 381 1 . The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Jason Gee/ 
Patent Examiner 
Technology Center 2400 
11/10/2009 



